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Jim Lesar 
918 P St., #509 
Washington, DC 20004 

Dear Jim, 

Yesterday I had two consultations at ohns Hopkins. In recent yara just 
being driven there tires me too much. You letter of the 22 and the package 
came and I spent the rest of the afternoon sitting and thinking about what has 

happened to you, ho® you have changed, how unlikely it is that you are capable of 

realizing any of tkis. 

I shppose that I should have realized that the passing of years has not 

made y&u other than tbe Junkie Him if your undergraduate days, that you just could 

not havejall the exhibits of a case like Ray v Rose together, as they belong. If 

I had thought of that I'd not have asked you for all thos exhibits to be able to 

get the three pages I wanted, of which at least two do not seem to be inljcuded. 

I had written you earlier and separately asking for that farout agreement with 

all the str^ange language in it Harries Got Ray fc> sign along with thos^Ltwo pages 

we got from the sheriff's office, from that book on how they were to take control 
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of Ray, prepared by the DJ. As you appear not to realize, I can t use a desk as 

others do and I can't spread those legal-size pages out but I did go ovdr the 

list. If the H lanes document is one of the first two, I have it, but there is nothing 

that seems to be from that bock in tht sheriff's office other than what is missing. 

Which is to say that after all these weeks you have wasted all this for me 

and at that charge me a usurious rate^ for wliat I should have been given at fao 

cost when I was the \a se investigator. I made no issue of it then because as Bud 

could be pleasant and gracious he could also be very disagreeable about money 

and I wanted no repetition of that had happened# 

He wanted me to speak to someone and I had an appointment to borrow the 

money I need for a month or less to meet my mortgage payments.. He asked how much 

it was, and I told him les^s than $5'.X)0, when I'd be able to pay it back, and I 

said I had two checks due within a month tliat could c over it, so he as/ed me to 

stay and talk to that person for him and he'd lend me the money. When I got the 

first check, in less th an two weeks, I sent it to him, and by return mail I 

got the ugiliest, nastiest, most indebent letter. Tt embarrassed Carmen, who may 

remember it. The secornd check came on time, I sent that to him, and I could <$nly 

wonder what made a man who could be so pleasant and agreeable so disagreeable. 

He asked me if on my return from a trip to California I'd stop off in Hew 

Orleans and get a reading on what Garrison was lip to. He said he'd pay my expenses, 
f\vm 

Jo I agreed. He gave me a travellers' check for $100. Do you think that paid ny 
costs in staying in New Orleans and learning what he wanted me to learn fro him?. 
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I never asked him for a penny but this* was his attitude. 

There arr otheijthings that came tc) mind for which I do not take time. But I 
did not make a point) of not being given a set of the exhibits to avoid anything 
like this. Not that I had not gotten the case fot him, and not that he had^not / / / 

kept the agreement we then made. fa wd~i 

In any event, although 1 regard it as usurious and a total waste because what 
I told you I wanted to use in the w Writing is not included, I enclose the check 
you asked for, with the xeroxing at 200 a page? Have yoM no£ shame, no self-respect, 

^t you can make such a charge-for what x should have /seen given years ago - ^ 
and oes not include what I toldf"h± you weeks ago that I wanted! 

^ou l^ave prewritten much of you^ast, perhaos believing what you woul^p rather 
believe that the reality. 

I was never offered any compromise payment for the consultancy yolj got me into 
when you should not have even dreamed of it and then did not take the lawyerly 
step of getting it all down so there wduld be no argument later. Instead ofif paying 
me for what I remember was about a hundred hours that little fjultch said do sorry, 
she did not Ix'hve the authority. She had brought her assistant division chief in 
to testify that they would do as she said but the judge let them get away witb that 
and if you made any effort to prevent it, that does not come to mind. 


I^prs ago you were esteras.; embarrassed by thi^and volunteered t^at when you 
got paid aft ter the case was over you'd pay me what they had been uspposed to. I 
did not remind you because X knew you were not making enough tto afqfbrd to do that 
and because I was making out without it. But your account it no}" truthful and ^ 
guess that, given your record on that, you are more comfortable, with your revision 
of reality. V) \M. fk{ fhl ykjJJMAnj/3 

Now on that Smith citation, of me, which i do refill] a little of an*} do not 
think it was for the amount you say, you f org .et why I was my own lawyer before 
Smith and could get into such a position - in which x told the lawyers for the ^ 
other side that 1 dared them to take that kind of a phony deal to a Marylabd court 
to collect it, and aboWt which 1 neverheard a Cjvfrd, never had a request to_afl8i> 
or any tMng like that. (Ml 

I was without counsel and had to b^ Tty own because you did what I told you 
I would not agree to and did not want and you created the conflict of interest 
witKotVt which none of that eould have happened. Whatever cause/ him to do what 
he did. 
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I aee no connection with any payment due you and you never mentioned this to 
me ear Jier. loy were not my lawyer then so how could there be a connection? Unleess 
that .Vjjiad to do with your &mt i? what Hr opposed and opposed strongly and exprssed 
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myself on poinOedly. lou then were not my lawyer so how could you agree to xba 
them them deduct it from your check?Bven t'ln?ugthto you created the situation by 
creating that conflict of interest. 

It is my understabding that lawyers are not supposed to do what their clients 
tell them they do not want to do. 

I should have realized that you have changed, perhaps wttli yout close 

/ 

association wit!; all tin? nutty theorizers causing it, when you did not keep t 
your word on the press conference you~p»e»»se promised to hold for NEVER AGAIN! 
You said you were afraid you could not handle it but you had nothing to handle. 

I gaVe you doc uments to g five out and had the few words for you written out 
together witb^ youVT sailing you could say bno more to ask me if they wanted more. 
Everyone who lias been here since then and plans to write: has made copies 
of those documents and all beiieve them important. 

I’d have been better off it you had not given me you word and then not 
kept it but I should have realized that represented some kind kf change. 

Perhsps the day may yet come when it dawns on you that all the nutty theori- 
zing had been hurtful and had confused the people even more. 

While being a boonW those behind the assassinations. 

Sincerely, 


If you know how to get in touch with 



Feeble as I am I wrote about 150,000 words while witing for you to not send 

A 

mw what I asked for! 

Tiianks ! 

* 

Frederic Whitehurst, the former SA who is trying to clean the Lab up, or his 
lawyer, named /jphn, I tliink I can help him/ them. 

If you can identify any of the pages I want in what you sent, I'd like to know. 

And does, if you know, Roger Feinman have the same address, 142-10 hoover Ave., 404, 
J amaica 1 1 435? 



